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of the honor’s association, Phi Theta Kappa. 
In addition, she served as the president of the 
Farm Bureau Chapter, president of the 
Plainsmen Shooters Club, and was a member 
of the Post-Secondary Agriculture Students at 
NJC. 

In her community, Ms. Nissen volunteered 
at the Logan County Literacy Coalition, and 
was also awarded with the Rising Star distinc-
tion among community college students in 
Colorado. Ms. Nissen recently graduated from 
NJC with an associate’s degree in general 
studies. In the fall, she plans to major in agri-
cultural business at Texas Tech University. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to recognize Erin 
Nissen. She demands excellence in every 
area of her life, which has helped her to win 
one of the most prestigious agriculture awards 
in the nation—an award well deserved. 
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Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
recognition of Mr. James Aurora for his excep-
tional service to his community and the youth. 

James Aurora is a third generation of own-
ers of the now famous Sonny’s Collision Spe-
cialists in Brooklyn, New York. This renowned 
business has been serving the community for 
60 years and has gained a distinct reputation 
for quality customer service. 

Mr. Aurora has built an operation that em-
ploys 25 professionals that offer clients guar-
anteed personal attention. In the years that 
Mr. Aurora has been operating Sonny’s Colli-
sion Specialists he has never known any 
unsatisfied customers. Every customer of Son-
ny’s has only experienced top notch service in 
the most expeditious manner. 

Jimmy Aurora knows the importance of giv-
ing. Sonny’s is not only a staple in the com-
munity for their expertise in auto body colli-
sions, but they are famous for their giving spir-
it. Mr. Aurora on a yearly basis has sponsored 
cricket teams, baseball leagues, and boys 
clubs, along with donating thousands of dol-
lars towards Autism awareness and The 
American Cancer Society. He has not only 
provided a necessary service to his commu-
nity but he has found the means to give more 
to those in dire need. 

Mr. Aurora lives by the company’s motto: 
‘‘Perfection is not an accident.’’ Jimmy proudly 
represents his heritage and family legacy by 
ensuring that Sonny’s Collision Specialists 
continues to be a leader and trendsetter in 
auto body collision work. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to join 
me in recognizing the life and accomplish-
ments of Mr. James Aurora. 
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Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in support of H.R. 2480, ‘‘The Ad-
ministrative Conference of the United States 
Reauthorization Act of 2011,’’ which author-
izes $2.75 million in appropriations to the Ad-
ministrative Conference of the United States 
for each of the fiscal years from 2012 through 
2014. The Administrative Conference of the 
United States (ACUS) is considered both an 
independent agency and a federal advisory 
committee, and is charged with providing guid-
ance to Congress on matters of administrative 
law. The recommendations put forth by the 
ACUS have resulted in significant savings and 
increases the efficiency of federal agencies. 

As a senior member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, I have the privilege of having worked 
closely with the Administrative Conference of 
the United States (ACUS) over the years and 
become familiarized with many of their initia-
tives. ACUS is a federal agency charged with 
making recommendations for the improvement 
of administrative agencies and their proce-
dures, particularly with respect to efficiency 
and fairness. 

The ACUS was established 50 years ago by 
President John F. Kennedy and became a 
permanent independent agency in less than 4 
years. The purpose of the ACUS is to develop 
recommendations for improving procedures by 
which federal agencies administer regulatory, 
benefit, and other government programs; the 
ACUS has served as a private-public think 
tank that conducts basic research on how to 
improve the regulatory and legal process. It 
has broad jurisdiction over administrative pro-
cedure to study the efficiency, adequacy, and 
fairness of the administrative procedure used 
by administrative agencies in carrying out ad-
ministrative programs, and make rec-
ommendations to administrative agencies, col-
lectively or individually, and to the President, 
Congress, or the Judicial Conference of the 
United States. 

Further, the ACUS facilitates the inter-
change among administrative agencies of in-
formation potentially useful in improving ad-
ministrative procedure, collects information 
and statistics from administrative agencies and 
has published extensive reports evaluating 
and improving administrative procedure. 

The members of the ACUS represent both 
the public and private sectors. Individuals from 
private sector members are generally attor-
neys and scholars selected to ensure broad 
representation of the views of private citizens 
and utilize diverse experience. Over the years 
its membership spans the ideological spec-
trum. For example, Justice Antonin Scalia, be-
fore his appointment to the bench, served as 
the chair of ACUS from 1972 to 1974. Justice 
Breyer was a member of ACUS and actively 
participated in its activities from 1981 to 1994. 
In the past, both Justices Breyer and Scalia 
testified in strong support of ACUS. According 
to Justice Breyer, ‘‘The Administrative Con-
ference is unique in that it develops its rec-
ommendations by bringing together at least 

four important groups of people: top-level 
agency administrators; professional agency 
staff; private (including ‘‘public interest’’) practi-
tioners; and academicians. ACUS will typically 
commission a study by an academician . . . 
who often has the time to conduct the 
study. . . . The professor will spend time with 
agency staff. . . . The professor’s draft will be 
reviewed . . . by private practitioners, who 
bring to it a critically important practical per-
spective. The upshot is likely to be a work- 
product that draws upon many different points 
of view, that is practically helpful and that 
commends general acceptance.’’ (Letter from 
Justice Stephen Breyer to Sen. CHARLES E. 
GRASSLEY, Chair, Subcomm. on Administrative 
Oversight and the Courts of the Senate Com-
mittee on the Judiciary (Aug. 21, 1995). 

The ACUS has made many government 
wide recommendations; among its most influ-
ential recommendations have been ACUS’s 
proposals facilitating judicial review of agency 
decisions and eliminating various technical im-
pediments to such review. They recommended 
a model administrative civil penalty statute that 
has served as the basis for dozens of pieces 
of legislation. The ACUS has developed and 
promoted procedures implementing the Nego-
tiated Rulemaking Act, which encourages con-
sensual resolution in a process that takes into 
account the needs of various affected inter-
ests. In addition, ACUS is credited with play-
ing a prominent role in improving the nation’s 
legal system by issuing recommendations de-
signed ‘‘to eliminate excessive litigation costs 
and long delays.’’ For example, Congress, in 
response to an ACUS recommendation, 
passed the Administrative Dispute Resolution 
Act in 1990, which established a framework 
for agencies to resolve administrative litigation 
through alternative dispute resolution. It has 
been noted that half of the budget of ACUS is 
devoted to trying to find ways to reduce, or 
eliminate government litigation within and by 
the Government. The ACUS saves tax payers 
dollars and in a time of economic crisis every 
penny counts. 

The ACUS serves to focus attention on the 
need for the federal government to be made 
more efficient, less big, and more accountable. 
It was viewed as one of the leading federal 
proponents of practical ways to reduce admin-
istrative litigation. In this regard, ACUS ac-
tively promoted information-technology initia-
tives, such as developing methods by which 
the public could participate electronically in 
agency rulemaking proceedings to increase 
public access to government information and 
foster greater openness in government oper-
ations. 

We have witnessed a number of successes 
under the ACUS. The ACUS is a vital tool in 
improving upon a process. There has been a 
lot of talk on the Hill of late about efficiency, 
streamlining process, and reducing costs. The 
fundamental purpose of the ACUS is to find 
out how to ensure that our government is op-
erating in the most effective manner possible. 
The more efficiently we are able to operate 
the lower our cost. It has been estimated that 
ACUS saved the federal government and the 
private sector many multiples of its expendi-
ture over the years it was in operation. Just 
one agency alone—the Social Security Admin-
istration—estimated that ACUS’s rec-
ommendation to change that agency’s appeals 
process would result in approximately $85 mil-
lion in savings. ACUS helped federal agencies 
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